the child's needs and parents' income.
5 Notably, exceptions are made for judicial discretion at both the high-income and low-income level, where disagreement about the proper amount of support is heightened.
6
At the low-income level, the Guidelines make low-income adjustments.
7 Noncustodial parents who earn below a certain amount in relation to the federal poverty guideline are to provide the most minimal amount of child support-often fifty dollars per month or less.
8 Given the increasingly penal nature of the child support system, it may seem harsh to hold low-income parents responsible for unrealistic child support payment amounts. 6. In terms of the reasonable needs of a child, Laura W. Morgan notes that:
[W]hen states first enacted their guidelines, the child support charts were finite and did not consider the case of the high-income families earning over $120,000 per year. As a result, judges determined child support at their discretion, not based on the guidelines. As a result, a body of case law developed called "excess" child support; that is, child support that was in excess of the child's "reasonable needs." Support that was in excess of the child's reasonable needs, the courts held, were in reality (1) distribution of the obligor's estate, not support; (2) an inappropriate "windfall" to the child; (3) an abridgement of the parent's right to direct the lifestyle of his/her child. 11 there are only so many issues to litigate once paternity is established. Furthermore, the most common ways to collect child support-such as automatic withholding from paychecks 12 and suspension of professional licenses, as in the license to practice lawincentivize high-income parents to cooperate. Finally, increasing collection in high-income cases is easier given that these parents have the financial resources to pay.
13 All of these factors combine to facilitate child support collection in high-income cases.
While enforcement issues are, therefore, less prevalent at the highincome level, the issue of the proper amount of child support becomes grayer.
14 Specifically, should the child receive a proportion of the noncustodial parent's income regardless of its amount, or should there be another limit?
15 States continue to grapple with this question and the attendant issue of how much child support to award the children of highincome parents.
16
States have adopted different approaches:
CONG. RESEARCH SERV., RS20811, THE DISTRIBUTION OF HOUSEHOLD INCOME AND THE MIDDLE CLASS 2 (2012) , available at http://digitalcommons.ilr.cornell.edu/cgi/ viewcontent.cgi?article=1980&context=key_workplace ("In 2011, 1.9% of households (2,297,000 out of 121,084,000) had incomes between $200,000 and $249,999, for example. Another 2.3% of households (2,808,000 out of 121,084,000) had incomes of $250,000 or more. (The Census Bureau does not disaggregate income within the group of households with incomes of $250,000 or more.)"). 12. One of the most successful child support enforcement tools is the income withholding order, which is statutorily permitted by each state's law and allows the automatic deduction of the child support from the noncustodial parent's wages. Quick Facts: Child Support Enforcement, NAT'L CHILD SUPPORT ENFORCEMENT ASS'N, http://www.ncsea.org/wp-content/uploads/2011/ 12/Enforcement-of-Child-Support-Orders-Quick-Facts.pdf (last visited Feb. 15, 2015) .
13. On the other hand, "millions of low-wage earning parents are unable to support themselves, let alone their children, with their limited income." Brustin, supra note 4, at 1.
14. This is an issue in high-income divorces and property division, as well. 17 While the amount of child support in average cases is resolved by each state's Guidelines, the controversy often continues in high-income cases.
18
This Article traces the narrative on child support obligations in high-income cases by considering the development of the economic aspect to the parent-child relationship, as well as the purpose and nature of the child support system.
19 Accordingly, Part II considers the function of the child support system and examines the parent-child relationship.
20 Part III considers the demographic changes that may impact the child support system generally, and offers the arguments relied upon by the states that have recently moved to limit child support in high-income cases, which suggest that reasonable limits on child support in such cases are consistent with the child support system currently established.
21

II. THE CHILD SUPPORT SYSTEM
In examining the child support obligations of high-income parents, it is important to first consider the nature and purpose of the child support system. It is also useful to consider the nature of the parent-child relationship. Accordingly, this Part considers each in turn.
22
A. The Child Support Legal Framework
Child support exists to provide children financial support from both parents.
23 Parents may choose to supplement the child support order with and disability insurance policies and the child's reasonable medical, dental, health, and educational needs, including private school tuition and room and board costs. Anonymous v. Anonymous, 617 So. 2d 694, 697 (Ala. Civ. App. 1993). In high-income cases, given the discretion of the courts, the facts of the case will be important. 167-68 (1996) ; see also infra Part II.B.
additional payments, but the child support system provides a minimum level of support.
24
In the United States, child support enforcement "[has] progressed from private, to state, then to federal remedies."
25 Much of the reason for this progression is the increasing numbers of children reliant on child support, as well as the fact that taxpayers must financially provide for the child of the father who will not or cannot.
26
Before federal law imposed the Guidelines, the amount of child support in a particular case was determined by judges, who had significant discretion in calculating child support.
27 Therefore, although it is difficult to generalize the amounts of the child support awards under the scheme of judicial discretion, 28 they conformed to the child's best interests-the governing standard when it comes to judicial matters on children.
29
The states moved from judicial discretion to the Guidelines in the late twentieth century, largely as a result of federal legislation. 40 Perhaps a less expected effect of the Guidelines was the increase of child support awards following the implementation of the Guidelines.
41
However, there are also disadvantages to the Guidelines, including less ability for judges to make case-by-case awards, the possibility for increased litigiousness, and potential issues with the substance of the Guidelines themselves.
42
There are several models for how child support is apportioned through the Guidelines.
43 Most states use the income shares model, which has several unique features.
44 First, the model shares the cost of raising a child between two parents by considering the income of each parent.
45 Second, the income shares model attempts to recreate the financial situation of an intact household.
46 Accordingly, the approach determines the proportion of the parents' combined income spent on the children in an intact household, and then prorates that amount between the two parents based on their relative incomes.
47
(2008) (noting that when it came to the Massachusetts Child Support Guidelines, "[c]omments were made that Child Support Guidelines should allow for more judicial discretion. Other comments said that there should be more uniformity, therefore less discretion").
39 The second most employed model is the percentage of income standard, which calculates child support obligations "by applying a set percentage to the income of the obligor parent."
48 There are some variations in the application of this model. First, certain states use the parent's gross income for the calculation, while others use net income.
49
Second, certain states use a "flat percentage model" that relies on a fixed percentage across all levels of income of the obligor parent.
50 Other states, meanwhile, use a "varying percentage model" that "applies different percentages to different levels of income."
51 Finally, the percentage may vary "based on the number of children supported, and . . . on the children's ages."
52
The percentage of income standard model applies only to the noncustodial parent because it assumes that the custodial parent pays her share by virtue of living with and caring for the child.
53
Finally, a few states use the Melson Formula, which requires three steps to calculate the amount of child support owed.
54 First, each parent's net income must be calculated and "a self-support reserve is subtracted."
55 Second, "each parent's remaining income is applied to a pre-determined primary support need for the . . . children" derived from economic data.
56 Finally, an "additional percentage of the remaining income" may be added to the child support obligation.
57
Despite the rigidity of the child support system under the Guidelines, high-income cases are not governed by the Guidelines in certain states; these households provide a notable opportunity to depart [A] ssume that the custodial parent's yearly income is $50,000, the non-custodial parent's yearly income is $70,000, 25 percent of the parents combined income was spent on their two children in an intact household, and there are no extraordinary expenses. The $30,000 "basic child support obligation" would be apportioned $12,500 to the custodial parent and $17,500 to the non-custodial parent. Accordingly, the non-custodial parent would owe the custodial parent $17,500 per year in child support for their two children. from the Guidelines. 58 For example, the Alaska Guidelines do not apply in cases where the noncustodial parent earns over $120,000.
59 In these cases, "the court may make an additional award only if it is just and proper, taking into account the needs of the children, the [children's] standard of living [,] . . . and the extent to which that standard should reflect the supporting parent's ability to pay."
60 Meanwhile, the Massachusetts Guidelines do not apply when the parent has over $250,000 of available income, at which point the award of support at the $250,000 level is the minimum presumptive order, with additional support at the court's discretion. 61 In the Arizona Guidelines, the top income is $20,000 per month, which determines the presumptive amount for higher incomes.
62 In Arizona, it is possible to receive more than the presumptive amount if the noncustodial parent can prove that it is in the best interests of the children, in light of factors such as the standard of living of the children, if the family were intact, and the needs of the children.
63 Many other states take similar approaches.
64
In other states, the courts-as opposed to the legislatures-refuse to apply the state's Guidelines to high-income cases. For example, in Connecticut, a court found that applying the Guidelines to incomes that exceeded $750 per week was inequitable because the statistical basis for the Guidelines became invalid as the parent's income increased. In certain states, therefore, judges have discretion to set the award amounts in high-income cases.
66 In other words, they are not bound by the Guidelines in high-income cases.
67 The problems resulting from this judicial discretion parallel those that existed for all cases before the Guidelines, which included unpredictability, inconsistency, and arbitrariness.
68 Adding to the inconsistency is the fact that the judicial discretion is triggered at different income ranges depending on the state, as each state defines "high income" differently and by a different dollar amount.
69
In sum, determining child support awards used to be in the discretion of the judge, but is now governed by Guidelines pursuant to federal legislation.
70 However, the high income of a parent triggers judicial discretion once again in many states, when the Guidelines end at a particular parental income level.
71 This has often left courts without guidance about what to do in high-income cases, and raises important questions of fairness in child support.
B. The Nature of the Parent-Child Relationship
The child support framework attempts to reflect public policy on child support, which is rooted in ensuring that parents financially support their children's upbringing. 72 However, a significant factor driving the public policy on child support depends on the nature of the parent-child relationship.
73
The model of the parent-child relationship as economic has always existed, although there has been a role reversal in recent decades.
74
Historically, children have been able, and even expected, to contribute to their parents' household in the United States.
75 Before an outright ban on child labor, Congress attempted to simply penalize employers using child labor with a ten percent tax.
76 The U.S. Supreme Court invalidated this tax, holding it to be an invalid exercise of the taxing power, which the Court suspected to be a penalty.
77
The economic support role transitioned from the child to the parent in the twentieth century, facilitated by child labor laws.
78
80 The dissent expressed concern about "whether a state, under the guise of enforcing its child labor laws, can lawfully prohibit girls under the age of eighteen and boys under the age of twelve from practicing their religious faith insofar as it involves the distribution or sale of religious tracts on the public streets." Nonetheless, it was never expected that children should be able to support themselves, and, therefore, a system of child support was put into place from an early time in history. Before the rise of both divorce and nonmarital births that have come to dominate the late twentieth and early twenty-first centuries, 82 parents served as the main financial support for their minor children, 83 although friends and extended family might have provided financial support to parents who needed it.
84 Poor laws, similar to the Elizabethan Poor Law in England, were also enacted in most American states.
85 Nonetheless, the fundamental family law principle was that courts did not become involved in the matters of an intact family-unless the parents' treatment of their children rose to the level of neglect or abuse-and traditionally, most children were raised in intact families.
86
By the twentieth century, almost all states had enacted civil statutes requiring parents to support their children.
87 The courts also adopted the "doctrine of necessaries," which stemmed from the English common law duty of a husband to provide for the necessary expenses of his wife and child.
88 Under this doctrine, the seller of goods to one spouse can charge the other spouse if the goods are necessary for the beneficiary. It is clear that the economic contributor role has now shifted significantly from the child to the parent. The cost of raising a child to the age of eighteen has been estimated to be $221,190 in recent years.
90
This does not include college costs, which may total tens of thousands additional dollars. 91 The cost of a college education has increased each year, outpacing inflation. 92 During the 1980s and early 1990s, college tuition increased by double-digit percentages, and annually by 4 or 5% by the late 1990s. 93 While many students take out major loans to achieve their educational goals, 94 parents contribute, on average, one third of college costs.
95
In certain states, parents may even be required to contribute to college costs if they are divorced or unmarried. This obligation arises in states that have enacted post-majority support statutes that require divorced or non-marital parents to pay for their children's college education.
96 Missouri legislation, for example, permits a special type of child support potentially owed to college students until the child reaches the age of twenty-one or finishes the program, whichever occurs first.
97
To receive the support, the child must continue to attend and progress toward completion of a secondary school program of instruction.
98 There are strict requirements for the child in these circumstances, including that the child must enroll in college in the fall following high school, take at least twelve credit hours per semester, and show each semester's transcript to the parents.
99 State supreme courts in Arkansas, North Dakota, and Alabama have also permitted divorce courts to impose awards of post-majority support, including college expenses.
100 The Washington Supreme Court, permitting post-majority child support, underscored that children of divorced parents face more economic disadvantages than children from intact homes.
101
Even without college expenses, many children cost their parents well into adulthood. The economic recession that began in 2007 exasperated the situation, increasing the number of adult children economically dependent on their parents. 2010, the share of young people employed hit the lowest July rate since records began in 1948. 105 In 2009, almost 50% of college-educated youth were either unemployed or working in a job that did not require a college degree, with a median annual salary of $27,000.
106
There are also the significant costs created by parents who move from the labor markets to the homemaker sphere upon having children. Many women take part-time and flexible jobs more frequently than men, mostly to accommodate their children. 107 Other women decide to remain at home after the birth of their children, 108 which results in a significant loss of human capital.
109
All of these costs do not include pre-pregnancy fees many parents incur to conceive. With ten percent of the American population affected by infertility, entire industries have developed around fertility treatments, surrogacy, and adoption. 110 Many of the alternative ways to create families, besides adoption, have come about only in the last fifty years 111 and remain expensive. 112 These additional expenses have become common in modern families, 113 yet people eager to grow their families continue to pay these costs for the experience of parenthood.
In sum, for much of human history, children have contributed economically to the household. 114 The rise of child labor laws in the twentieth century contributed to the end of this economic role for children.
115 Over the following decades, the trend reversed and, currently, parents fully support their children in terms of finances, resulting in unprecedented cost. 116 The child support system reflects this evolving role of parents as economic providers.
III. THE CHILD SUPPORT OBLIGATIONS OF HIGH-INCOME PARENTS
In light of this economic parent-child relationship, state jurisdictions have taken various approaches to child support obligations of high-income parents.
117 Some states allow increased obligations due in such cases, while others limit, or even reduce, support owed as the parents' income rises. 118 Recently, a few states have moved toward the latter approach, buttressed by several public policy arguments.
119 The result often depends on what type of model of child support a state uses.
120 Often, judicial discretion is involved if the noncustodial parent's income is not within the income scale of the Guidelines.
121
A. Public Policy in High-Income Cases
While some courts take the view that fairness requires not capping child support in high-income cases, and instead requires sharing a parent's wealth with the child, other courts have ruled against unlimited child support awards.
122 The first set of arguments against unlimited child support deals with the child, 123 the second with the recipient parent, 124 and the third with the obligor parent.
125
It must be noted at the outset, however, that most of these arguments are applicable only to high-income parents and are irrelevant to the average child support case, which is more focused on meeting the child's financial needs than on redistributing a parent's wealth. No doubt, in the average child support case, the child's needs must remain the central focus, whereas this becomes only one factor in cases where money is abundant.
why straight-line extrapolation constitutes error. First, the child support guidelines do not authorize extrapolation. Second, the Income Shares Model and the Melson Formula Model presume that the percentage of income that parents spend on child care decreases as income increases. Therefore, straight-line extrapolation will yield an amount of child support that is in excess of the child's actual reasonable needs. Morgan 
The Child's Best Interests
No doubt, every child has an interest in being financially supported by each parent. If the parent cannot or will not pay, the state will often substitute for the absent parent if the custodial parent cannot earn sufficient money for the household.
126
To help ensure that children receive support, child support enforcement has become aggressive.
127 Enforcement techniques range from penalties, such as the suspension of recreational licenses, to criminal prosecution and incarceration.
128 The federal government has also become involved in child support enforcement, including enacting legislation requiring states to have the Guidelines. 129 The federal government has also enacted legislation to increase child support enforcement, providing states with the funds to do so. payments and audits states' compliance with their federally approved child support enforcement plans.
134
The OCSE is not a federal agency working in isolation. 135 In fact, "the OCSE collaborates with various federal and local agencies to ensure the success and efficiency of child support collection.
136 The OCSE works together with these agencies to locate parents, establish paternity, and enforce child support orders."
137
The enforcement of child support obligations is essential for the child's best interests, and there is a minimum amount of child support that every child needs. However, the Three Pony Rule has evolved in some of the case law as a limit: "[N]o child, no matter how wealthy the parents, needs to be provided more than three ponies."
138 In other words, children do not need a significant portion of their wealthy parent's income.
139 This idea of reasonable needs, therefore, may serve as a type of limit on many child support awards when the parent's high income allows the judge to exercise discretion in setting the award.
140
Of course, it may be difficult to determine the amount of a child's reasonable needs in high-income households. If the child's standard of living prior to the parents' divorce is a factor in determining reasonable needs, then children from high-income families will have higher reasonable needs, potentially including many luxury items, such as expensive schools, camps, and vacations.
141 This approach leaves a significant role for judicial discretion.
2. The Obligee Parent (Recipient) Some commentators have observed that child support, in fact, financially supports the custodial parent in addition to the child.
142 This phenomenon has been termed "hidden alimony" and has prompted state legislatures to be cautious in how they formulate Guidelines.
143
The concern is that the line between alimony-also known as "maintenance" in some states-and child support will be blurred by custodial parents who seek high child support to maintain the entire household at a high level.
144 This is particularly true in jurisdictions that do not recognize long-term alimony or alimony at all, as well as in the cases wherein the parents were never married, and therefore, the custodial parent does not qualify for alimony. 91 (1999) (noting that the possibility of such "hidden alimony" results in less generous child support amounts); Hogan, supra note 140, at 355-56 (noting that a large home, transportation in a late model car, live concerts, plays or sporting events, foreign travel or luxury vacations, and country club memberships benefit the custodial parent in addition to the child, prompting protests from child support payors).
143. Garrison, supra note 142, at 179 & n.91. One court even suggested that the husband was intended to be punished by a high child support order for his misconduct during the marriage. Anonymous, 617 So. 2d at 697.
144. In re Marriage of Scafuri, 561 N.E.2d at 406-07. One method of combatting this is the good fortune trust, which contains child support funds in excess of day-to-day support, to be used by the child after reaching the age of majority. spouses to achieve a clean start for the former couple. 146 For example, Massachusetts recently enacted a significant alimony reform bill that limits the duration of many alimony awards and terminates alimony in certain cases. 147 Similarly, Indiana limits alimony to rehabilitative alimony not to exceed three years, 148 and cases wherein one of the spouses is incapacitated or is caring for an incapacitated child.
149
Even in jurisdictions permitting alimony, the child support order may benefit the custodial parent when the formula for child support does not take into account the obligee's income. 150 In other words, the recipient parent's income does not influence the child custody award, even when it is substantial. This is the case in the percentage of income model used in many states, which considers the noncustodial parent's income to the exclusion of the custodial parent's income. 151 Therefore, the custodial parent may receive a windfall in lieu of alimony in such cases, which would be based on financial need in many states.
In any case, the existence of a child support system, completely separate and apart from alimony and property division, suggests that the state legislatures intended them to be separate. The blurriness between child support and alimony is a problem under the federal tax code as well, under which alimony and child support are treated differently.
152
These are just a few of the reasons why child support obligations in high-income cases should not blur this line between support for the custodial parent and support of the child. 3. The Obligor Parent (Payor) There are several public policy reasons put forth for capping child support at the high-income level when it comes to the obligor parent.
154
Most notably, there is a general principle that a person who earns her money should spend it as she desires.
155 While this is inarguably limited by a responsibility to one's minor children, when that responsibility is met, there is an argument for letting a parent decide how much discretionary income to spend on her children.
156
Some parents may choose to spend little discretionary income on their children, while others do not need a court order to lavish their children with significant gifts.
157
This principle permeates the field of trusts and estates law, where the intention of the testator is paramount.
158 Some testators prefer to control how much property their children inherit, so as not to ruin their An amount in excess of the amount awarded as child support, below, would essentially result in Plaintiff providing support to Defendant and/or result in Plaintiff subsidizing Defendant's choices regarding the children's standard of living-choices that Plaintiff has historically not supported and are inconsistent with his own lifestyle and the choices he has made for the minor children. Brind'Amour, 674 S.E.2d at 450. Similarly, in Strahan, the court described the "unique problem" of determining children's needs in high-income cases:
First, a balance must be struck between reasonable needs, which reflect lifestyle opportunities, while at the same time precluding an inappropriate windfall to the child or even in some cases infringing on the legitimate right of either parent to determine the appropriate lifestyle of a child. This latter consideration involves a careful balancing of interests reflecting that a child's entitlement to share in a parent's good fortune does not deprive either parent of the right to participate in the development of an appropriate value system for a child. This is a critical tension that may develop between competing parents. Ultimately, the needs of a child in such circumstances also calls to the fore the best interests of a child. child's work ethic, among other reasons.
159 In fact, in every state except Louisiana, the law allows parents to completely disinherit their children, but not their spouses.
160 Disinheritance of children is a foreign concept in many civil law jurisdictions, where it is almost impossible to disinherit one's own children.
161 However, in common law jurisdictions, property rights are privileged.
162
The analogy to parents' estates has been made by a few courts hesitant to award uncapped child support, albeit in a different way.
163
Specifically, some courts have underscored that because a child's needs are finite, excess child support awards are in fact redistributing the parent's estate from parent to child.
164
Finally, depending on the amount, the child support obligation may increase or decrease the financial consequence for having children.
165
This is especially true given that men are liable for child support even after having been deceived into conception or having been subject to 159 4. Demographic Changes Several major demographic shifts have occurred in the recent decade and since the introduction of the child support system. Specifically, the number of non-marital births is approaching the number of marital births. 171 Furthermore, the number of divorces is now impacting a huge proportion of children. Specifically, 40.8% of children are born to unmarried parents, 172 and the divorce rate is nearly 50%.
173
Although unmarried couples with children comprised 6.6% of households in 2010 (constituting approximately 7,744,711 households overall), these couples had a 90% chance of separating if they were not married within five years. 174 This contributes to the fact that most single parents in the United States are women over the age of twenty. 175 As a result, children of both divorced parents and never-married parents will need to rely on child support.
176 In fact, well over half of the children born in the next generation will be born to unmarried or eventuallydivorced couples.
177
The significant and increasing number of nonmarital children prompts the question of whether modern demographics challenge the American child support system, which was originally conceived of as a way to economically recreate the nuclear unit after divorce at a time when non-marital births were significantly less common. 178 If the parents never lived together before the birth of a child, the relevance of the parents' lifestyle in determining the reasonable needs of the child may be decreased.
179 Thus, modern demographics raise important questions for child support law.
B. States Moving to Limit Child Support in High-Income Cases
There is no doubt that the adoption of an approach to child support determination is fraught with difficult public policy choices. The popular press is replete with stories of musicians, actors, entertainers, or professional athletes who have fathered children out of wedlock often after only a brief acquaintance with the child's mother. Many wealthy individuals outside the public eye also find themselves in similar circumstances. In such cases there will be no prior joint lifestyle for the court to examine in determining the lifestyle that might reasonably have been expected for the child. Similarly, there will generally be no basis for any claim that the father has any ongoing duty to support the mother or subsidize her lifestyle. Presumably in such cases the standard for establishing support will primarily rest upon the reasonable needs of the child. Hogan, supra note 140, at 357. Hogan further concedes that:
[P]roving the reasonable support needs of a dependent child of a wealthy parent can become more problematic where the circumstances offer no family history established during an intact marriage. Such a situation may arise where the obligor parent's wealth is newly acquired after a dissolution such as the case with lottery winners or other windfall recipients. There is a similar lack of "family history" from which to discern the child's expected lifestyle when the parents were never married to one another, particularly if the child is the result of a one night stand or a very short term relationship. Id. at 356.
180. Ira Mark Ellman writes that:
[T]here is no tool by which to compare the benefit that an additional dollar will provide the child against the burden that paying it will impose on the obligor. That is one reason why the policy choice is difficult. The fact that the accuracy of these generalizations may vary among cases (some children and some obligors have special needs that make additional dollars more important to them) adds further complication. The guideline table must reflect one's choice of the best way to balance these competing interests on average. . . . The policy choice is further complicated by the fact that minor children do not live alone, and that members of their household necessarily share a living standard. So the cost of providing the child a safe place to live in a neighborhood with good schools necessarily includes the cost of providing that home to the custodial parent, and perhaps to others in the child's household as well. Yet the obligor may have no duty to provide anything to anyone in the child's household apart from the child. Ira Mark Ellman, A Case Study in Failed Law Reform: Arizona's Child Support Guidelines, 54 ARIZ. L. REV. 137, 145 (2012) .
high to trigger a limit. 181 Some states have been actively considering their positions on these choices.
182
For example, Wisconsin instated high-income payer Guidelines that apply when the paying parent's income for child support is more than $84,000 annually.
183 This is an example of a state's answer to the unique challenges posed by high-income cases. 184 The percentage of child support due under the Wisconsin Guidelines, in fact, decrease as income increases: for one child, 17% of the first $7000 of monthly income is applied to the child support obligation, but only 14% of monthly income between $7000 and $12,500, and 10% of monthly income above $12,500 is applied to the child support obligation.
185
On July 1, 2013, New Hampshire also implemented new Guidelines, under which the percentage of income owed in child support likewise decreases with the payor parent's income.
186 These New Hampshire Guidelines evolved from supporting research.
187
Support for this trend is found not only in the Three Pony Rule, the reasonable needs standard, and other public policy arguments, 188 but also in empirical data on family expenditures that shows a negative relationship exists between family income and the fraction of income that is spent on children.
189 Furthermore, the income share model may require a limit on one parent's contribution. 190 On the other hand, some commentators and courts have insisted that children should share in their parents' good fortune, and that limiting child support in high-income cases is not appropriate.
191 Ultimately, it will depend on each state jurisdiction to determine its course in high-income child support cases.
IV. CONCLUSION
Child support, as currently conceived, is primarily concerned with the economics of raising a child, and any amount of attention to the economic situation of the child confirms that every child needs and deserves financial support from noncustodial parents. While meeting this need is consistent with the goals of the child support system in place in the United States, more states have recently decided that additional financial support in high-income cases does not necessarily improve that consistency.
192
Indeed, there have been many public policy arguments made in support of these states' decision against unlimited child support awards.
193 These arguments carefully consider the roles of the child, obligee, and obligor.
194 No doubt, the question of child support in highincome cases requires difficult public policy decisions centering on the that 'economic studies have found that spending on children declines as a proportion of family income as that income increases, and a diminishing portion of family income is spent on each additional child.'"); Gentile v. Carneiro, 946 A.2d 871, 885 (Conn. App. Ct. 2008) ("The guidelines are based on the premise that a parent with a high net income pays a lower percentage of his income for child support as compared to an obligor with a lower net income.").
190. See supra notes 43-47 and accompanying text. The Maturo court held that:
The preamble further explains that the guidelines are based on the income shares model, which considers the income of both parents and "presumes that the child should receive the same proportion of parental income as he or she would have received if the parents lived together." Children's economic needs do not increase automatically, however, with an increase in household income. Maturo, 995 A.2d at 9 (citation omitted).
191. See, e.g., McMullen, supra note 116, at 421. Judith G. McMullen notes that:
[T]he statistically short career span of a professional athlete may motivate a court to order higher child support payments than might be ordered for a parent with a similar income in a more long-lived career. Concerns about the athletes' earning potential after the end of their professional careers are well-founded . . . . Id.; see Morgan, supra note 23, at 202 ("Children should not be deprived of funds that they otherwise would have received had the marriage remained intact merely because these funds do not pay for everyday living expenses, but fund such items as trusts, savings, and education.").
192. very meaning of fairness, but they must be undertaken if the same consistency is desired in high-income cases as in all other child support cases.
